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REGULAR MEETING 
BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 


Wednesday Evening, January 10, 1951 
Reception 8:00 P. M. 
Meeting 8:15 P. M. 


TRIAL TERM PART I COURTROOM 
NO FURTHER NOTICE OF THIS MEETING WILL BE GIVEN 


Program of Meeting 


The ComMITTEE ON MeEmoriALs of which Mr. Harry SAanp is 
Chairman, will present a memorial for William A. Ryan, Frederick H. 
Van Houten, Hon. John D. Mason, and Hon. Charles B. Sears who 
passed away since the last meeting. 

. + * 


A report proposing a new Canon of Ethics will be presented for ac- 
tion of the Association. 


The proposed Canon reads as follows: 


“No lawyer shall be a member of, or be affiliated with, the Com- 
munist Party, or any organization dominated or controlled by the 
Communist Party, or be a member of or be affiliated with any organ- 
ization that teaches or advocates the propriety or the necessity of 
the overthrow by force or violence, or by other illegal or unconstitu- 
tional means, of the Government of the United States, or the Govern- 
ments of any of the States or Territories of the United States.” 


The report of the Special Committee which proposed this Canon is 
printed in full at page 10 herein. The Special Committee which pre- 
pared the report was appointed by the President and has the following 
membership : 

FREDERICK WeEtsBRoD, Chairman 
Lovis WALDMAN Joun H. Scumip 
Harry G. ANDERSON Joun P. McGratH 


The Board of Trustees at its meeting on December 13, 1950, directed 
that the report be presented to the Association for its action at this 
meeting. 
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The Brooklyn Barrister, the official publication of the Brooklyn Bar 
Association, is issued eight times each year, October through May, for the 
purpose of furnishing information to its members of the activities of the 
Association. 






















Articles appearing in the Barrister should be considered as the views of 
the respective authors and do not necessarily carry the endorsements of the 
Association. 


Editorial Board 
Louis E. Schwartz, Chief Editor 
K. FREDERICK GROSS ALicE ELEANOR RUBIN 
S. STANLEY KREUTZER Ernest P. SEELMAN 
Louis J. MERRELL JosepH T. TINNELLY 


a nr 


The Editorial Board is looking for suitable material for publication in 
the Barrister on subjects of timely and general interest to our members. 
Articles submitted should be approximately 1,000 words. They may be 
argumentative, provocative or controversial, but should not be pedagogical. 
The articles must be legal and not of a political or partisan nature. 






* * * 


SECTION ON SURROGATE’S COURT 
Mr. Frederick A. Keck has called the next meeting of the Section 
for 8:00 P. M. Wednesday, January 17, 1951 at the Association Building. 
Surrogate E. Ivan Rubenstein will speak informally to the members. 
a 


SECTION ON REAL PROPERTY 
Mr. Frank A. Barrera has announced the next meeting of the Section 
for 8:00 P. M. Wednesday, January 24, 1951 at the Association Building. 
Mr. Charles H. Kriger wiil address the members on problems arising 
in change of grade proceedings. 
* * * 
SECTION ON TRIALS AND APPEALS 


Mr. Robert S. Fleckles has announced the next meeting of the Sec- 
tion for 8:00 P. M. Wednesday, January 31, 1951 at the Association 
Building. 

Honorable John P. McGrath, Corporation Counsel of the City of New 
York, will address the Section. 


No further notice of these meetings will be given. 
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The President’s Page 
Season's Greetings 


My sincere wishes 


To you, your dear ones and friends—good health and contentment. 


To the Peoples of all Nations—Civilization not barbarism, Freedom 
not slavery and Peace not war. 


JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE AND INTEGRITY 


The Sunday News in its issue of December 17, 1950 published a col- 
umn called “City Hall” written by John Crosson which contained the 
following item: 


“Sounded just like the old pre-LaGuardia days when a well-known 
Tammany leader walked into a traffic court the other day and plunked 
down 23 tickets and as many $5 bills before a certain magistrate. 


‘Why, I can’t take $5 on these,’ the magistrate protested. “These 
tickets call for $15 fines.’ 


‘Listen,’ said the leader. ‘It was men like the fellows with these 
tickets who elected the boss who put you on the bench. Now take 
care of ’em—and this isn’t the last time you’re going to see me when 
my friends get tickets.’ 


Jamming his hat on, the leader walked out, leaving a very red- 
faced magistrate.” 


Report and Assurance: By reason of the seriousness of the charge, 
I made inquiry. On the basis of information given to me, I am in the 
pleasant position to report to our members and through them to the public 
that 


(a) the incident did not occur in Brooklyn; and 
(b) that the Magistrate was not a Brooklyn Magistrate. 


Observations: (a) If the news item correctly reports the incident, 
the writer, John Crosson, is entitled to great credit; 


(b) If the item states the fact, the particular political leader is a 
disgrace to his party and misconceives his civic duty as political leader. 
Let him visit any hospital or the morgue to see the maimed and the 
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killed caused by traffic violations. Judicial corruption in any form is no 
part of the civic service expected by the decent public of political leaders; 


(c) the people of the City do not elect any Mayor to appoint spine- 
less Magistrates or Justices ; 


(d) had I been informed that the incident happened in Brooklyn or 
before a Brooklyn Magistrate, I should have referred the matter to our 
very able Committee on Grievances for investigation and report and, if 
true, ultimate proceedings before the Appellate Division to remove that 
Magistrate ; 


(e) if the news report is incorrect, the true facts—with names— 
should be publicly stated, but, if correct and the Magistrate acted on the 
dictation of the political leader, removal proceedings should be instituted 
against that Magistrate. 


COOPERATION BETWEEN BENCH AND BAR 


The recent (1) requirement by the Supreme Court that all physicians’ 
affidavits and physicians’ examinations show among other matters, the 
physicians’ educational qualifications and (2) Chief City Magistrate’s 
unilateral determination to remove the Brooklyn Night Court to Manhat- 
tan again demonstrated that my apparent carping against Courts’ promul- 
gating rules of practice or taking serious action with relation to the courts 
without prior consultation with the Bar is well founded. The least that the 
courts should do when important change is contemplated is to afford op- 
portunity to the Bar to voice approval, contribute constructive suggestions 
or voice objection. If the Bench and the Bar work as a team, everyone 
will benefit far more than at present. 


THE AMPUTATED MIND 


When I was a youngster I frequently observed horses become fright- 
ened and shy away from horseless vehicles, now called automobiles. To 
overcome such fear, the owners would put bridles with “blinders” on the 
horses. Blinders markedly cut down the periphery of vision. 


One would think that if a man put “blinders” on himself, he would 
be as strange as a man who bites a dog. Unfortunately, the contrary is 
very much the fact. 


An attorney in a recent magazine article described himself “as a 
liberal with a long record”. The magazine itself billed him as “a noted 
liberal”. 
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To place a label upon one’s thinking whether it be “liberal”, “con- 


servative”, “radical” or “reactionary” is to groove one’s thinking—to put 
on “blinders”. It is the equivalent of amputating part of one’s mind. 


Why should not each thought or proposal, whatever its source, be 
appraised upon its own basis and merit? Why must it be considered 
by an amputated mind with “blinders”. The Bar has been trained to 
analyze and to solve each problem on its own basis. No lawyer should 
have an amputated mind. 


Generally speaking, these self-labeled persons follow the thoughts and 
action of one “leading” their cult (really a rut) so long as it is fashionable 
to do so. 


That two and two equal four would be a fact if stated by a Mussolini, 
a Hitler, a Tojo, a Stalin, a Roosevelt, a Wallace, a Truman, a Byrd, 
a Taft or a Baruch or you or me. A proposal by a self-styled “liberal” 
is not necessarily “progressive” or “crackpot”. A criticism of a present 
condition is not necessarily “traitorous” or “communistic”. Pride in our 
Constitution or our Bill of Rights is certainly not “reactionary”. A de- 
sire that a proposal be limited to present needs or modified to be pres- 
ently practicable is not necessarily “conservative”. 


Why a lawyer of all persons should hold himself out as having an 
amputated mind instead of a full mind, I cannot understand. Perhaps 
in some circles it has been financially profitable—an insufficient award 
for being a mental cripple. 


To what extent has the Bar failed to warn the people of the dangers 
of general slogans? Slogans have often been the principal tool of 
demagogues and the opiate to real thinking. How much damage has 
been done to our nation by self-labeled “liberals” who were then in fact 
and later confessed themselves to be or established to be Communists 
engaged in betraying and plotting against our nation. To what extent 
have our freedoms, our institutions and our traditions been sacrificed or 
corrupted in the name of “liberalism”. 


The serious problems confronting our nation and its future require 
for solution the thinking of lawyers with full minds, not amputated 
minds—with broad vision, not diminished by blinders, labels or slogans. 


Jutrus APPLEBAUM 
President 
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Postscripts 


Our 62nd Annual Dinner surpassed our fondest expectations. The 
700 guests enjoyed a most enjoyable and inspiring evening. Julius Apple- 
baum, our prexy, was superb as toastmaster and the speakers, Honorable 
Albert Conway and Honorable Miles F. McDonald, were most eloquent 


and their speeches gave much food for thought. In all, it was a grand 
occasion. 


* * * 


Charles J. Buckner, Chairman of the Committee on Judiciary makes 
a most important request. He writes: 


For the purpose of enabling it to make proper reports if called upon 
by the Mayor, in accordance with his usual custom, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee would appreciate it if members of the association would communi- 
cate to the Committee members any information they may have which 


bears upon the fitness of the following persons to be reappointed to the 
offices which they now hold. 


This inquiry concerns the following City Magistrates, all of whose 


terms expire on April 30, 1951; Hon. Vincent J. Sweeney, Frances W. 
Lehrich and Matthew F. Fagan. 


The Committee particularly requests information from any practicing 
attorney who has knowledge of the manner in which the persons have 
discharged their duties, and the qualities displayed by them on the bench. 


* o* * 


In the editorial in the Daily Mirror of December 19, 1950, we find 
this interesting comment: 


“WE’RE CHEERFUL about Impy. He’s coming along toward 
being the kind of Mayor everybody is hoping he'll be. For one 
specific act, we give him a special ‘Attaboy, Impy!’ That is his 
assurance to the County Bar Association that he will consult with it, 


and be guided by it, in making judicial appointments. That’s the 
way to keep courts clean.” 


P.S. Mayor Impellitteri, acting on his promise, asked for the Asso- 
ciation’s recommendations on the appointment of Charles Solomon and 
Anthony E. Maglio who were approved by our Judiciary Committee and 
thereafter appointed as Magistrates. 
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sends this important announcement: 


Aaron T. Duberstein, Chairman, Committee on American Citizenship 


“Bill of Rights Week is celebrated annually in the State of New 
York during one week in February, proclaimed by the Governor. 


The Bar Associations of the City of New York have been cooper- 
ating with the Board of Education in the observation of Bill of Rights 
Week by assigning qualified speakers to address the assemblies of the 
high schools throughout the City, on the specific subject of the Bill of 
Rights. 


The Assistance of members of the Brooklyn Bar Association is 
sought in promoting the success of this program. Members of this 
Association who desire to make such addresses, are requested to send 
their name to Aaron D. Duberstein, Chairman—Committee on Amer- 
ican Citizenship, 120 West 42nd Street, New York 18, New York, 
for inclusion in the list of panel speakers. Your early response is 
kindly requested.” 

* * * 


Hon. Sidney B. Gordon writes to call the attention of our members 


to the existence of Section 57 of the Membership Corporations Law. He 
writes : 


“I believe that if attorneys generally were apprised of the fact 
fact that membership corporations organized prior to January 1, 
1948 were required to file certificates of reports of existence, it 
might prevent the dissolution of many older corporations whose 
organizers have passed away many years ago. Because of the pro- 
visions of Section 57, we only notify the first three subscribers of 
the certificate and the person or corporation filing the certificate 
and I feel that because many of these corporations antedate the 
beginning of the present century, notice may never be received by 
any one advising that a certificate of report of existence must be 


filed.” 
. 7 * 


Frederick B. Merkle, Chairman of Committee on Group Insurance, 


has received numerous letters, voluntarily sent, from recipients of ben- 
efits under the Group Accident and Health Insurance Plan expressing 
their appreciation. 


You are reminded that members of your family may now be included 


in your policy for a small additional premium. 
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Mr. Lynn G. Goodnough, Chairman of the House Committee, 
announces that the Association has purchased “American Jurisprudence” 
the 58 volume encyclopedia which is directly keyed to the American 
Law Reports. The purchase was made in furtherance of the House 
Committee’s effort to make your library a complete working library. 


The Committee has also subscribed to the new publication of the 
Kimball-Clark Publishing Co., the “Law Review Digest”. This digest 
is to be published every two months and contains digests of many timely 


articles appearing in more than 35 law reviews. Each edition also con- 
tains a complete subject matter index. 


A very touching and poignant scene took place in Room 123 of the 
County Court House on the morning of December 20th, 1950 when the 
Bench and Bar joined in a surprise farewell Extraordinary Term of the 
Supreme Court in honor of Judge Meier Steinbrink. Judge George J. 
Beldock was the Toastmaster of the first part of the program, during 
which Hon. Albert Conway and Hon. Edward Lazansky and Hon. Joseph 
Fennelly and Hon. E. Ivan Rubenstein spoke on behalf of the Bench. 
During the second part of the program our own Bill Grace acted as Toast- 
master and introduced Julius Applebaum and Leon Morgan. Judge Stein- 
brink was then inducted as an Official Referee by Judge Peter Smith, 
the Dean of the Official Referees. The Courtroom was crowded to the 


utmost and all who heard the various addresses and the response by the 
guest of honor were deeply moved and inspired. 


WAR SERVICES ROSTER 


It is not enough that the Brooklyn Bar Association was the first to 
establish a Lawyers’ War Services Roster or that many of its members 
are prepared to respond for emergency service through our Association 
and its Committee. Our Association should be the first to complete its 
roster. If you can breathe, you can serve—in some capacity. Have you 
filled in your answer to the Committee’s questionnaire? 


[9] 





REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO STUDY THE 
PROBLEM OF COMMUNIST AFFILIATION 


The problems arising from attorney’s membership and activity in 
the Communist Party is the concern of all Bar Associations. It has 
been clearly established that the Communist Party has planned, by 
methods in violation of our Constitution, to set up a totalitarian system 
of Government. 


On September 11th, 1950, the Board of Trustees at its meeting 
authorized the President to appoint a Special Committee to study such 
problems and to report its views and recommendations to the Board. 
The President forthwith appointed the undersigned committee which 
thereupon embarked upon its duties. 


The committee has given consideration to the matter and unanimously 
recommends the submission to and adoption by the Brooklyn Bar Asso- 
ciation of the following resolution: 


WueEnreas, lawyers as a condition of their admission to the Bar, 
have taken an oath of loyalty to the Constitution of the United States 
and the Constitution of the State of New York; and 


Wuereas, lawyers by virtue of their profession, have a special 
opportunity by their conduct and actions to advance or to retard the 
principles of free, constitutional government; and 


Wuenreas, membership in the Communist Party, or in any organiza- 
tion dominated and controlled by the Communist Party, or membership 
in or affiliation with any organization advocating the overthrow of the 
Government of the United States, or any of the States, by force and 
violence, is contrary to a lawyer’s duties and his oath of office; 


Now, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Brooklyn Bar Association : 


1. That we favor the adoption of the following Canon of Pro- 
fessional Ethics: 


“No lawyer shall be a member of, or be affiliated with, the Com- 
munist Party, or any organization dominated or controlled by the 
Communist Party, or be a member of or be affiliated with any 
organization that teaches or advocates the propriety or the necessity 
of the overthrow by force or violence, or by other illegal or uncon- 
stitutional means, of the Government of the United States, or the 


Governments of any of the States or Territories of the United 
States.” 
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2. That the Brooklyn Bar Association by its officers shall take all 
necessary steps to obtain the adoption of the foregoing Canon by the 
New York State Bar Association, to be known as Canon Number 48, to 
become part of the New York Canons of Professional Ethics. 


3. That the Brooklyn Bar Association by its officers shall take all 
necessary steps to obtain the adoption of the foregoing Canon by the 
American Bar Association. 


4. That upon the adoption of the proposed Canon, steps be taken 
by the various grievance committees and other machinery of the Bar 
Associations promptly to enforce the same by all appropriate means. 


In connection with its report, your Committee moves the following 
resolution : 


RESOLVED, that: 


(1) The Report of the Special Committee named by the President — 
to study the problems of Communist affiliations by members of 
the Bar, be and the same hereby is approved by the Board of 
Trustees of the Brooklyn Bar Association. 


(2) That upon the approval of the Report by the Board of Trustees, 
it be published in the Barrister prior to the January meeting of 
the membership of the Association. 


(3) That the report of the Special Committee and the decision of 
the Board of Trustees approving it, shall be made a special order 
of business for action by the membership at its January meeting. 


Dated: November 28, 1950. 


We've had many requests from quite a 
few folk, 
For epenonet quotes and on occasional 
oke. 
Like’ the evenings when the gentle air, 
Breathes to the sullen night a sweet re- 
pair. 
’Tis wanted, they say a little relaxing, 
Not the serious stuff—that’s too taxing. 
So we separate serious sheep from less 
serious goats, 
And repeat our 
Department of Interesting Quotes 
* * * * & 


Who’s News. Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike—all members of our Associ- 
ation— applauded the appointment by 
President Truman of Peter Campbell 
Brown to the Subversive Activities Con- 
trol Board. The President honored 
Brooklyn and our Association by in- 
direction in honoring Peter. His gracious 
and wonderful qualities are known to 
all of us. A short while ago, Peter 
was in World War II—doing heroic 
deeds and winning medals. He contin- 
ued to do heroic deeds in the U. S. At- 
torney’s Office in Brooklyn and from 
there to Washington—where he became 
Executive Assistant to the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States. His appoint- 
ment and progress has made all of our 
hearts glad. We salute Peter and wish 
him well. “Saluté, bueno fortuna, ricos y 
tieto para gustare.” 
* * * * & 

Assurance. 

Know your own bone; gnaw at it, bury 
it, unearth it, and gnaw it still. Be not 
simply good; be good for something. 
When you travel’ to the celestial city, 
carry no letter of introduction. When 
you knock ask to see God—none of the 


servants. —Thoreau. 
* * *k * * 


Peoplehood. We need a word in our lan- 
guage which, after the manner of child- 


Barrister’s Brivfg —by s. STANLEY KREUTZER 
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hood, expresses the relation of people- 
hood to people. The educator must attune 
his ear to childhood, not to the child; 
the lawgiver and regent must hear the 
voice of peoplehood, not of the people. 
The former expresses what is constant; 
it is reasonable, pure and true. The 
latter wants so many things that it never 
knows what it wants. And in this sense 
the law can and shall be the universally 
expressed will of peoplehood—a will that 
the multitude never voices but the man 
of sense perceives, the man of reason 
knows how to gratify, and the man of 
worth takes pleasure in gratifying. 
—Goethe. 
* * * * & 
The Law. 
Laws, as we read in ancient sages, 
Have been like cobwebs in all ages. 
Cobwebs for little flies are spread, 
And laws for little folks are made; 
But if an insect of renown, 
Hornet or beetle, wasp or drone, 
Be caught in quest of sport or plunder; 
The flimsy fetter flies in sunder. 
—James Beattie. 
P.S. But here in Brooklyn with our 
fine D.A. 
The law has reached a brighter day. 
No longer is the big-shot free 
To prey upon the community. 
* * * * & 


Spiritual Renewal. 

Blessed is he 

Who in the rush and hurry of life, in its 
welter and noise, in its panic and frustra- 
tion, in its virtues and defeats knoweth 
the road to a secret place of spiritual 
strengthening— 

Who hath learned to garner for him- 
self the silence of the stars, the courage 
of the day’s dawning, and the peace of 
the evening’s ending; the companionship 
of nature, of books—in a possible one- 
ness with the God of all nature and of all 


men, 








Bar Association Meetings. Bar Asso- 
ciation meetings are not always arid (to 
be sure). At the American Bar Associa- 
tion Convention, we were seated with 
our President Julius Applebaum, and 
Norman Diamond, prominent Washington 
attorney (of Arnold, Fortas & Porter). 
Norman told of the argument before the 
U. S. Supreme Court by an Assistant At- 
torney General who was defending the 
actions of a U. S. Attorney. His argu- 
ment was frequently interrupted by Mr. 
Justice Frankfurter with a forceful re- 
minder that “before I was a Justice of 
the Supreme Court, I had been with the 
U. S. Attorney in the Southern District, 
many many years ago. We had a similar 
problem and in those years we handled it 
in a different way.” The Assistant At- 
torney General continued his argument, 
oblivious of these remarks. The Justice 
interrupted him again and reminded him 
once more of the fact that he had taken 
a different course when he was with the 
U. S. Attorney’s office—many many years 
ago. 

“What do you say to that, Mr. Assist- 
ant Attorney General?” To which the 
harassed lawyer replied: “Mr. Justice 
Frankfurter, there were giants in those 
days” ! 







We were joined at dinner by Chief 
Judge Loughran of the Court of Appeals. 
He told a delightful tale of the young 
lawyer who appeared before the Court of 
Appeals and began to set forth in detail 
the cases cited in his brief. Chief Judge 
Crane advised him that long and painful 
recitations of cited cases were unneces- 
sary in the highest court of the State— 
which was not entirely ignorant of the 
law. He asked that argument be con- 
fined to the case at bar. The lawyer 
then began to recite in extenso the facts 
of his case. Chief Judge Crane admon- 
ished him to refrain from long and ex- 
tensive discussions of the facts—since the 
Court was without power to decide the 
facts. The young man looked at the 
Court, with desperation on his face. Sud- 
denly a spark of Divinity came to him: 
“You don’t want me to discuss the law 
and you prohibit me from discussing the 
facts. Will you please tell me (so I can 
tell my client) what in the world I am 
here for anyhow?” 


The laughter and relief that greets 
these wonderful yet respectful remarks 
are among the most compensating mo- 
ments of the law practice. 















Advance Sheet Quiz 


1. May an annulment of marriage be granted because of fraudulent 
misrepresentations where the plaintiff testifies as to the fraudulent mis- 
representations and the only corroboration is by admissions or confessions 
by the defendant? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


2. May one tort feasor, when sued alone, implead a joint tort feasor? 
( ) Yes ( ) No 


3. Is it proper for an arbitrator to make an independent ex parte 
investigation of his own? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


4. May a lis pendens be filed based upon the sale of real property 
to defendant corporation for alleged purpose of defrauding plaintiff of 
his broker’s commission? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


5. Is it libelous in a published report to state an indictment was 
“nolle prossed” rather than “dismissed” under New York Code of Crim- 
inal Procedure, Section 671? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


6. In conversion action in Federal Court, governed by New York 
Statute of Limitations, to gain additional 60 days under Civil Practice 
Act, Section 17, is it sufficient to deliver summons to United States 
Marshal instead of Sheriff? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


7. Where a broker agreed that his commission was to be paid 
“only if and when title closes pursuant to terms of contract . . .” may 
he recover his commission where sale is prevented because title turns out 
to be unmarketable? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


8. Where a tenant lawfully in possession assigns or sublets an 
apartment to a third person, without the consent of the landlord, is such 
third person a squatter or intruder ( ) Yes ( ) No 


9. Is an action in the District Court for treble damages under Anti 
Trust Laws governed by the 6-year New York Statute of Limitations? 
( ) Yes ( ) No 


10. Is it libelous per se to say of an attorney “He cannot be trusted 
with a negotiable instrument case”? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


(Answers on page 20) 
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Are You A Good Citizen? 
—by CHARLES J. BUCKNER 


Now that our recent elections have been held and we have some defi- 
nite figures to consider, let us answer truthfully each to himself the above 
question. 


Figures from the recent census indicate that in this country between 
seventy and eighty million persons are eligible to cast ballots at an 
election. The tabulation for this year indicates that less than forty-one 
millions did so. Why do so many of the inhabitants of this country— 
you cannot call them citizens—range themselves alongside of and in the 
same category as aliens, convicted felons, and mentally incompetent per- 
sons? 


Nowhere else in the world is such a power entrusted to the ordinary 
citizen. In the privacy of your polling place, responsible only to your 
conscience, you may choose the persons to whom government is to be 
entrusted, you may range yourself on the side of or in opposition to 
changes in the State Constitution. You may really be an integral and 
effective part of maintaining this government and aid in charting its 
course. 


The right to a ballot is not only a privilege but the exercise of this 
right is the responsibility of every American citizen. 


In time of war, those who attempt to evade doing their part in the 
defense of their country, whether it be bearing arms or otherwise are 
denominated, and rightly so, slackers. Are those who fail to accept the 
responsibility and exercise the privilege of voting less so? How many 
people does one meet who criticize the government, the laws, the enforce- 
ment or lack of it, the tax burdens and other results of it and when they 
are asked: Well, did you vote for or against these people ?—answer : 
“No, it seems so useless to vote. You cannot change the setup.” Of 
course one may very fairly then say—‘Well, if you won’t vote, if you 
think you are mentally or morally unfitted to exercise your prerogative 
of citizenship—your ballot, you are equally unfitted to criticize. This 
may be temporarily satisfying, but it solves nothing. 


Lawyers frequently claim—and sometimes prove—that they are in 
the forefront of movements for the protection of and the exercise of the 
rights of citizens and movements to aid the country. The Brooklyn Bar 
Association has a membership of over 1300. 
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Here it would seem is the first place for lawyers to aid. Each year 
you meet people who lost their right to a ballot through no fault of their 
own. They do not know the period of time within which they must 
apply for absentee ballots, they do not know anything about the effect of 
moving their residence at certain times has on their right to vote. We 
should take steps to obviate this. When you know of some one who is 
leaving the country tell them where they can find out about absentee 
ballots. When you know of people who are moving at certain times 
explain to them what such change of residence will mean as affecting 
their electoral franchise. Let Bar Associations have committees for 
citizens’ rights to help people keep these rights. 


Each member should be willing to help get fifty per cent of eligible 
voters out of this state of inertia and cause them to accept the privilege 
and take up the responsibility of using the Ballot—not for the sake of 
partisan politics—not to help any one class, but to show to the world that 
the American citizens know what they have and appreciate it. When 
you read of the so-called elections where you must vote yes and failure 


to vote is punished, it is difficult indeed to justify the slackers here who 
did not stand and be counted. 


If each member of our association would contact 10 people who are 
eligible to vote and ask them to do two things we might change much of 
this. Ask each of these people to agree to vote in the ensuing elections 
and also ask each of them to contact ten eligible persons to vote and to 
continue the ten contacts and these figures would be changed tre- 
mendously. If two-thirds of the movement were carried out to the fifth 
move, we should have reached every eligible voter in this country, and 


we should have made conscientious citizens out of most of the sniveling 
slackers. 


The cost is slight, just a little effort, the result could be tremendous. 
We might start a movement which would restore to the citizens their 
government, we might awaken sleeping giants and we might instill in 
Americans and their representatives a new faith and renewed vigor in 
Lincoln’s conviction, “That this nation, under God, shall have a new 
birth of freedom, and that government of the people, by the people, for 
the people, shall not perish from the earth.” 


_ What will you do to be a good citizen and help others also to qualify 
as such? At the next meeting I shall present a resolution to start the 


mechanics of this movement so that we may find out “What think you 
of this?” 
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New Members 


The CoMMITTEE ON INCREASE OF MEMBERSHIP, of which Epwarp J. 
ConNOLLY, JR. is Chairman has requested that each member make an 
effort to interest at least one lawyer of his acquaintance to join the 
Association. The Committee believes that every member has a friend or 
office associate, or knows a lawyer in his building who is not a member 
and could be persuaded of the desirability of joining the Association. 
Application blanks are available at the office. 

The Committee on Admissions has received the following applica- 
tions for membership: 

For Active Membership: 
Max M. BernsteIn, 16 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Francis M. Verrilli, K. Frederick Gross 
A.tFrreD Besunper, 16 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Miles J. Goldberg, Walter D. Grant 

NaTHAN Brack, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 

Proposed by: August Zolotorofe, K. Frederick Gross 

THEoporRE Bratt, 50 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 

Proposed by: George H. Kerner 

HerMAN L. Brutrten, 44 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 

Proposed by: August Zolotorofe, K. Frederick Gross 

Maxwe tt M. Fiamm, 16 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 

Proposed by: J. Vincent Keogh, Frank E. Johnson 
SauL Fromxes, 205 Montague St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: (Former Member) 
ANTHONY GILBERT Greco, Municipal Bldg., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: August Zolotorofe, K. Frederick Gross 
SauL Kaptan, 51 Chambers St., New York 7, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Newton G. Avrutis 
Aaron E. Koorta, 475 Fifth Avenue, New York 17, N. Y. 
Proposed by: August Zolotorofe, K. Frederick Gross 
Freperick J. Lupwie, St. John’s University School of Law. 
Proposed by: Joseph T. Tinnelly, C. M., Edward D. Re 
Morris EMANUEL Packer, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Samuel J. Jacobson, K. Frederick Gross 
NEHEMIAH HerscHet Press, 55 Hanson Place, Brooklyn 17, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Joseph T. Tinnelly, C. M., K. Frederick Gross 
Irvine Raper, 16 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Edward H. Levine, Max H. Levine 
J. MitcHett RosenBerG, Municipal Bldg., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Charles Pokorny, Clarence Wilson 
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Louis Sanpers, 41 Graham Avenue, Brooklyn 6, N. Y. 
Proposed by: August Zolotorofe, K. Frederick Gross 
Wittiam Sparaco, 50 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 

Proposed by: Alfred F. Ritter, Philip Simon 
ANTHONY JoHN TraviA, 38 Jerome St., Brooklyn 7, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Charles Zinn, K. Frederick Gross 
For Junior Membership: 
Epwarp J. Camprince, 25 Broad St., New York 4, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, Herbert M. Citrin 
Grorce D. Carrott, Municipal Bldg., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Miles F. McDonald, William I. Siegel 
MicHaegt J. Citm1, 154 Nassau St, New York 7, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Irwin L. Herzog, S. Richard Richart 
Vincent R. CoLancEto, 55 John St., New York 7, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, August Zolotorofe 
Frank P, Ditton, 1297 E. 37th St., Brooklyn 10, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Charles J. Carroll, Jr. 
Harotp Bernarp Foner, 189 Montague St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Frank J. Santagata, Maxine K. Duperstein 
Jack GoxpstEIn, 60 Broad St., New York 4, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, Herbert M. Citrin 
Murray Kravitz, 521 Fifth Avenue, New York 18, N. Y. 
Proposed by: K. Frederick Gross, Louis E. Schwartz 
STANLEY LEHRER, 66 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: August Zolotorofe, Charles J. Dodd, Jr. 
RapHaeEt Mor, 469 Fourth St., Brooklyn 15, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, Julius Applebaum 
GiLBert Pocer, 276 Fifth Avenue, New York 1, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, August Zolotorofe 
Hersert Baer RotuMan, 70 Fifth Avenue, New York 11, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Edward J. Connolly, Jr., K. Frederick Gross 
Jerome SEmeL, 261 Broadway, New York 7, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Sidney Romash, K. Frederick Gross 
Cuar.es J. Sirver, 66 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, Julius Applebaum 
JosepH Etwoop TANneILL, 325 Clinton Avenue, Brooklyn 5, N. Y. 
Proposed by: K. Frederick Gross 
- Natate Cuarres Tepone, 461 Union Avenue, Brooklyn 11, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Bernard Mangiaracina, Louis A. Wolf 

Tuomas F. Turtey, 66 Clark St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Jacob Stein, Julius Applebaum 

Maurice Francis Wane, 44 Court St., Brooklyn 2, N. Y. 
Proposed by: Edward J. Connolly, Jr., K. Frederick Gross 
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Letter to the Editor (genuine) 


Editor, BrRooKLYN BARRISTER 
Brooklyn Bar Association 
123 Remsen Street 

Brookyn, N. Y. 

Dear Sir: 

I note that in the December issue you set up some imaginary letters 
and inferentially take to task our members for not writing. 

Your diagnosis as to the cause for the failure to do so is because 
they are “darn lazy”. I doubt very much if the diagnosis is accurate. 
Very often you want to express an opinion but you feel that you don’t 
want to be the fellow who throws a monkey wrench into the machinery. 
You don’t want to be a complainer. 

I have a “for instance.” I suppose I can speak with some authority, 
having been actively engaged in the practice of our profession for thirty 
years. Adding the pros and cons which may be attributed to our mem- 
bers, I think the profession generally is entitled to an exceptionally high 
rating. True it is, that we often meet a fellow who sometimes steps out 
of line and we say to ourselves the profession would be better off if you 
were out of it. By and large, as we can think back to the innumerable 
conferences, meetings and associations had between lawyers representing 
divergent interests the thought which must predominate is that the lawyer 
has been an honest advocate for his client’s cause, fighting hard to gain 
for him every rightful advantage to which he is entitled. 

In no profession is there established by its own members such a high 
standard of ethics which governs our conduct. What bothers me from 
time to time however, is that in our efforts to be uprighteous and fair 
we sometimes bend too far backwards. I can discuss a number of in- 
stances where this has been done, but presently I am concerned with only 
one and that is our inability to stand up on our own feet and make the 
public understand that the members of our profession are worthy of its 
praise and confidence. The lawyer is in the forefront in every philan- 
thropic, communal and patriotic endeavor. 

There are many laws passed by our State and National legislature 
which limit the fees of attorneys. I don’t mind the fact that the attorney 
may by reason thereof be underpaid, nor even the fact that it deprives a 
client of the right to competent counsel, but what does concern me is the 
implication by this kind of legislation that the lawyer cannot be trusted 
to make a fair and reasonable charge for his services. You can readily 
understand the reaction the public gets when he learns that by legislative 
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decree he is told that the lawyer is restricted from making a charge for 
his services which in his judgment would be commensurate with his ac- 
complishments. Is any other profession so restricted? Is a tradesman? 

I have always been against what is now known as the “Lawyers 
Referral Plan”. By this system I feel that we tell the public “you must 
be on your guard when you deal with the average lawyer but if you come 
to us, the Bar Association, we will designate a lawyer with whom you 
can speak and confer with confidence” (of course at a minimum fee). 
Let us not be so naive as to think that there is in the City of New York 
to-day any person who does not know a family in which there is a lawyer 
or a person who can direct him to one. 

We have a president who has won the approbation and admiration 
of the bench and the bar for his unfailing efforts in raising the degree 
of respect held by each for the other and by the public for both. We 
can with dignity continue these efforts by our united action. We can 
make legislators understand that there is no reason to circumscribe our 
rights and privileges. We can procure favorable results in combating 
those who, by distasteful and undesirable activities bring disrepute to our 
profession. In order to do these things, however, we must evidence the 
intestinal fortitude with which we are endowed and one way of doing 
this is through a Bar Association such as ours. 

I have gotten this off my chest and I would like to hear comments 
from my brothers. 

Very truly yours, 
Louis M. Brass 


Answers to Advance Sheet Quiz 


NO —301 N. Y. 428. 

NO —100 N. Y. S. 2d 241. 

NO —100 N. Y. S. 2d 263. 

NO — 99 N. Y. S. 2d 491. 

NO — 93 F. Supp. 95, D. C. N. Y. 

YES— 92 F. Supp. 164, D. C. N. Y. 

YES—100 N. Y. S. 2d 444. 

NO —100 N. Y. S. 2d 455. 

YES— 10 F. R. D. 421, D. C.N. Y. 

Query. If it is then Stanley Kreutzer has a cause of action. 
After Stanley sang at the dinner, Miles McDonald said in the 
presence of over 700 witnesses “Stanley Kreutzer can’t be 
trusted with a negotiable instrument case—he doesn’t know one 
note from another.” 
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In Brooklyn, it’s the 


Metropolitan Law Book Company 


Authorized Selling Representatives 


for all West Publishing Company Publications for Lawyers 
and Law Students. 


We also sell McKinney’s Consolidated Laws of New York Anno- 
tated—Bender’s Forms for the Consolidated Laws—Abbott’s New 
York Digest — U. S. Code Annotated — Corpus Juris — Corpus 
Juris Secundum and other local and Federal publications. 


Furnishing a Personalized Law Book Service to Law Students and 
to all Members of the Bars for New York City and the Counties 
of Westchester, Nassau, Rockland, Putnam, Dutchess, Orange, 
Eastern Ulster and Suffolk. 


Courteous and prompt attention to all inquiries. 


Telephone or Write 


Metropolitan Law Book Co. Inc. 
270 Flatbush Extension Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Telephone Main 4-0350-0351 


The home of “personalized” Law Book service. 





ys E are sincerely appreciative of the splendid 
volume of title work which comes to us from the 
members of the Bar. 


W: like to work for lawyers. We have over 
the years always tried, and shall continue to try, to 
conduct our title operations so as to be of the utmost 
service to lawyers in their day to day work. 


We gladly furnish to lawyers survey blue- 
prints and other preliminary information from our 
vast reservoir of title records, whether we do or do 
not have the title application. An exhaustive examina- 
tion, a completely informative Lawyer’s Certificate, 
opportunity for consultation with our Officers and 
Solicitors, cooperative closings and prompt delivery 
of title policies all give to lawyers the title service 
which they require. 


Henry J. Davenport, President 


Milton T. VanderVeer John G. Hinman 
Vice President Vice President 


Carl D. Schlitt, Solicitor 


TITLE INSURANCE 


New York New Jersey 





